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S-Ad-9e rx STATE BOARD OF NEW JERSEY
DEPARTMENT OF LAW & PUBLIC SAFZTY
DIV]SION OF CONSUMER AFF »—lr\b
STATE BOARD OF DENTISTRY
. DOCKET NO.
IN THE MATTER OF THE SUSFENSION : Aaminisirative Action
OR REVOCATION OF THE LICENSZ OF
AMENDED FINAL DECISICTN
~ND ORCZ=

CUY WARREN HENRY. . 2.3

UC‘:’\JSEﬁ TO FRACTICE DENTISTRY IN
THE STATE OF NEW JERSEY

This matter was cpened o the New Jersey State Board of Dentisty (*Scarz’) oy
Atiomey Pamela Mandel on behaii of Guy Henry. D.D.S ucoa 7= 1iirs o7 an ~zoication

For Reconsideraticn Based On Naw Evidence And Fer Moditica. on U1 Tha Grcer OF Juiy
25,1985, In suppeort of this application the following documents were subiited: tha ranor
of Dr. John P. Margan tcgether with his curriculum viiae: the report of Dr. Frederick Reizars

confirming negative urine test resuiis since May 11, 1685 the recorn
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submitted to Deputy Aticrnev Ganeral E%rowu on August 21, 1

15t3 anc g ziil o7 szle
fl 2ie o7 nraclics = T Ssriemper 13, 18858
reflectin g sa ie oi pracice as cr czoiemesr 1z, 18%2.
. “ = ERelal~ - _ -~ 4 < b D o m g e e s -~ —
On January 17, 1888, 2 hearing was held cefore the Scarc o or23snl sxoan

testimony as to whether Dr. Henry's May 11, 1895 positive urine tast icr cocaine souic
have been the result of inadverient consumption of cocaine transierred oy sexual intimacy
with @ woman who at the time had consumed cecaine by nasal insufilation and appiication
tc the gums. Dr. Henry was represented by Attomey Pamela Mande!l who appearsd on his

benalf, and the Attorney General of New Jersey was represenied by
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Ceneral ("D.A.G") Kathy Renr who zopearsd on behalf of the Siate.  Or Jochn 2 Mcrzan

. Professor of Pharmacoeicgy at City University of New Yeri (*CUMY") Mad]
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N POSIUVE UNNE 123T7CT CCCaing could nave resuiiss

irom low leveis of cccaine which were inadvertently transfzrrad by sexuai intimacy

<

cdescribed by Dr. Henry and his pariner. Dr. Mohamed S. Abdei-Ranman. Erofesser of

Pharmacology and Toxicolcgy 2t University of Medicine and Denusiry of New Jzrzzy
CUMDNJIY, who appeszarec on cengll of the Sizte tesiified that tha resulis in Or =2--,1

TS T

PR e —~ e~ e ~ | 1~ - o e A i
OS ESUIMCNY 7TCrn TCIN EX3E8M8 Was COMUDranansive with zussucns irom Mg,

Mandel, D.A.G. Rchr. and Board members. Further. Dr. Henry tsstified on his cwn penzil,
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positive urine specimen for the presence cf cocaine. The procedural and factual history

of the present matier are detaliec in ihe Bcard's cricr orders of Fenruary 23, 1883, Anril

(D

11,1894, and Novemper 17 12C4. and are incerperated inte this Order oy rafersncs
hersin,

This martier was initiglly ccened to the Ecard upon recsiot of informaticn which
disciosed that Dr. Henry haa viciaied the siatuiss and reguiations governing the praciics
of dentistry concerning the use cf contreiled dangerous substances in April to July 1382,
In lieu of suspending Dr. Henry's license, the Board entered into 2 Consent Order. fied
February 25, 1983, with the rescondent which continued licensure to Dr. Henry with cerain

restricticns and conditions. These conditicns inciuced Dr. Henry's enrollment into the New



Jersey Dental Association’s Chemical Dependency Frcgram ("C.D.P.") anc z urin=

D

moniicring program supervised by the C.D. P. which monitored his urine on 2 rarcor.

in A
IR il -

[4)]

unannouncsd, twice wes <Iv basis: continued therapy with Gerzaid E. Wainst
Princeton, New Jersey, and Dr. Hanry's attendance at mesetings of SUDDCI Crouns inciucing
the impaired professionals group and AA/NA. Further, the Consant Orcer orohitited Or.

Henry from prescribing or possessing any controlled dangerous subsiznces sxcsc:
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C.D.P. disclosing a positive confirmed urine test fcr cecaine for Dr. Henry's scecimsn 12xen

N

34, As a ccnseauence cf the posfiive test resuit, a hearing was held
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before the Board to determine whether Dr. Henry presenisd a danger w the pubiic in that

3

he had failed to comply with the t1erms and conditions of the February 25. 1882 Cerse
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Order. Atthe hearing, the resconcent testified that he had not abused drugs sincs
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He further testified that he arc nis ztiomey had planned o file 2 requast to mcain,
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ncrcnoors who ofiered him ccceaing which he tcck withc ttmnmna o7 ihe con Seguencss.

iy

s his cniy episcde ¢

ﬂ)

He further mainiained that this v drug use in sixiesn mcnins.

Adcitionally, Dr. Henry presentec testimeny concerning his family background. inciuding

an alcoholic father and the atiendant family protlems.

The Beard, in finding that Dr. Henry was nct yet sufiiciently recovered and in crcer

1

to assure that he continued towards fuil recovery, ordered that the license of Dr. Henry o



practice dentisiry in New Jersey be suspended for a pericd of five vears,  Tha arirs e
ear penod of suspension was siaved and constitutad a probationary cericd 25 lorg 25 -
Henry complied with all of ths t=rms of the Board's Aorii 11, 1584 Croar) ~dditicnzaiv. 12
ard crdersd the respondent’'s coniinued paricipation in the C.0.FP. and iz urr=
monitoring pregram with cenain conditions. Soecifically, the Acrii 11, 1684 Ordsr racuira-

Dr. Henry to submit to twice wesekiy urine monitering utiiizing 2 forarnsic cnain of cusioo,

rotocot unless he nciified tne Ecara in writing that he slscied ret 1o uiiizs ths forama -

chaln o7 CUsSICQY Droiceel and waived (ne defenss ne micnt =832 N2l a oosiive s

(!)
m
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sampie was not his sempi leTier counss oo D / Szras
Mz .A = -~ o P T TN - S - z
Aandel, advised the Board that Dr. Henry eleciead notlc usz ine feramsic chain of cugimm

protocoi and waived the defense he might assert that 2 cositive uring sampie was rer =is

(4]
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Moreover, the Order of Aoril 11, 1684 furither requirec the raspondent to znsnc
suppert greups as recommended by Nis treating psychiatrist, to continue | n theraoy ard
have his medicaticn monitcred as recommended by his rzating psychiatrist, Tre Craer
orevented the resooncent from Brescribing or cessessing contreiled cangerous sutsizress

exceot under defined cenditions. Finally, Dr. Henrvwas recuirad o
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neurs of cental community service. The Order. which superseced arv and all provisiors

of the Board's prior Orcer of February 22, 1888, sgecifically troviced that Dr. Sarr/s

centinued licensure with restricticns was expressily contingent ucon sirict compliance wiin
all of the conditions.
On cor about Septemper 18. 1884, the Ecard was informed tv Or. Rotgers tha: tha

C.D.P. had received a laboratery repon discicsing a pesitive confirmed urine t2s° ior

Jal



cocaine for Dr. Henry's sample taken on August 28, 1684, A hezring was heic oy ins

Bcard on September 28, 1594 which was supplemanized by additicnal decumanizticr
supmitted by Dr. Henry en Novemieer 2, 1684, On Septamoer 22, 1684 the raturn o2z =°

a Notice of Motion For Enforcement of 2oard Ord

( l)

rand Suspension of License filzd ov ins

Attorney Generzl. the Board addressed two separate allegations zgainst Dr. Hernrs wrics

were considerad viclations of the temms and cenditions of the Beard's April 11, 1384 Crzar
The first issus invelved the ailegation that Or. Herry. naving exczarienced =z reizoss o
cocaing usz in March 18G4, hac sxperiencst 2 SeConc r2iasss ior 2oCains uss =3
videnced by a confirmed Cosilive urns sampie inai nad oesn orovices oy O ==2rms o
August 28, 1884, The second issue concerned an allegation that ine rasceoncenines oo
attended any support group s&ssions as required by the Board's Acril 11, 1864 Creoer

Subseguent 0 the hearing, the Becard considersd acdditicnal cccurmentation

Thivouw

ubmitted November 2, 1€84. The Eoard conciuded that Dr. Henry had failea to ccmoly
with two substantive terms of the Order filed with the Board on April 11, 1884 in thzt ke
provided a urine specimen on August 28, 18S4 that tesied cositive for the presence of

oczine and that since the time of the filing of the April 11, 1864 Crdar 10 Sentamber 23

1094 the dats of the hearinc. the rescondent nad faiied (o atenc the Raticnal Reccvar,

Supoort Group atleastonce aw
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ne Ecard found that for the purpcses ¢f determing Cr. Fenry from viciatrg i

T
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Board’s Order and for the pretection of the public there was a basis fer crdering sanciicns

against the respondent in light of his faiiure to comply with the Board's Order or Aprni 11,

—ty
)
%

he license ¢f

—-

1884, The Board directed in an Order filed November 17, 1284 that

Henry to practice dentisiry in New Jersey was suspended for the tericd of five years. ninety

th



February 28, 1883, The remaining cericd of the suspension was stavad by the Board zrz
constituted & precationary pence soieng as Dr. Henry cemolied with 2l of the tarms 2 ms
Board Orger.

The Novemcer 17, 1¢¢4 Orcer furiher mandatad simiiar restrictions arc corditiors

T2t

cn Dr. Henry's licensure as ths Aol 1684 Order in the arsas of centinued paricicatcn -

cr possessing ceniroiled CanCesiCUsS SUDSIZNCES SXCE8RI UNCer CE8INSC Conailcns,. 252 r=
rECUIrEMent o1 den@dl Comimunity Semvics. Finally. tnis Urger, 2s ne pravicus -z

directed that the respondenis conlinued licensurs with resiricicns as crderss iz
Board's Nevember 17, 1884 Order was contingent upcn strict ccmoliance of 21 27 ==
conditicns.

By comrespondences dated February 22, 1885 and March 27, 1865, the Boarc was
advised by Dr. Rotgers of the C.D.P. that Dr.kHenry had failed to provide 2 urine samols

-

during the pericd of February 13 to February 24, 1¢S5, and that he had fziled 10 coEl

consent frem the program fer an oul-of siate vacation during the cericd. The Board ‘ssues
ihe respendent 2@ warning In 2 correspondence dated Acrii 27, 1882, The Bearc mcifes

Or. Henry thathe

. must ccmply with each and esvery tem anc
cenditicn set forth in Board’s Orders. No furiner
breaches of the Orders of the Board wiil te
tolerated. Any future notification of your failurs to
comply with the Board's Orders wiil result in a
referral to the Division of Law for appropriats
action. '

O



On or abcut May 25, 1683, the Beard received information frem Dr. Rcigers advising
that the Program had recsived 2 lzboratory recon from Bardirar z-¢ Schiesingsr
Cisciosing a positive confirmed urine test for cocaine for Or. Hanry sutsacusn: 1o re
testing of his May 11, 1G85 specimen. As a consequence of this tast rasult. a hearing was

eld before the Board on Juns 21, 1885 to daiermine whether Dr. Hanry Dresenias

n

ccnccr to tne public in that ne nas not complisd with the =rms and concitiors of e

h
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=card’s Novemeesr 17, 1282 Orcer. Tr Herg / ONZE3 rEnrEssnieg oy Atnrmay Saezin
, ; =2 = Irmey Pamaiz

\ c = At Y mmom rm md AL ~ o oA e ; =

Mancsl. The Altorney General of New Jerssy accearas inroucr DAG. Kamy Sorr -

zavised the Eoard of the precscural nisiony in this manmsr, Surnmzr shs ac Viseg e Eoz-

= e o LrcCoClrz NS TS Thans —iaaTioo 2T a2CVIESC z Tl =02

zgainst Dr. Henry which were deemed to be viciations of the tarms and corditions of tr=
Ecard's Novemper 17, 1864 Crcer. D.A.G. Rohr coniencec tha: & Hainry, ma.
experience a relapse for cocaine use in March 1684 and a secend relapse in August 1824

had experienced a third relanse for cocaine use as evidenced by 2 confirmed positive urins

sample that had been provicea by Dr. Henry on May 11. 1862, She argusd that nis
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relacse not cnly consiituisd

Y s bm oy i - } B S o -~ : .
Ur. Henry (EsUNec cn nis own penaif at tne June 27, 1282 nezripe, H
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naving used cceaine and indiceisd that ne was surorised that the May 11, 1685, sampis
tesied positive for cocaine. Dr. Henry indicated that he had exgecied to te cailed in cn or

about May 11. 1885 to provide & urine sampie; thus, he again denied having used cocaine

)

during that time pericd since it would jeopardizs his gregrass. Ms. Mandel acknowieccad

d &t z different laboratory.

(l)

that Dr. Henry had his May 11, 1888 urine sample retest

7



parities then stipulated that Dr. Hznnv's May 11, 1895 urips samcle was cositve izr

[y

cocaine.
Daria Braden also providea 1gsiimony to the Ecard in this manar, She a0y g27 imsz
Board that she has known Dr. Henry for approximately two vears. She indicatad that sh=

was not a patient of Dr. Henry. Mrs. Braden furiher testified that sha is marrien cislolbtal-H

sne had an extra-marital aifair with Or. Henry for approximaiely 2 vezranc a ha ?

Mrs. Braden maintzsined
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zicencl. Sre asserisd lhical ENg NES USEC CTCaineg anc ciner Helai CrUCs. Wifs. zraczs
2z ot —~ .~ o~ - ™ - - —_ - - . - - - —_ o~ A D e ~ e — - 2
‘urther testified that sne and Dr. =20/ had so2nt ihe nicht of Meav 2 1882 zgeirzr 3-s

incicated that she had ingested cocaing on that daie through nar nese anc Tyruscing ne
arug on her gums. Mrs. Braden meintzined that she arc Dr. Henry scentihe night togamner

from approximately 8:00 p.m. on May 9, 1985 t0 the rex MornIng ara nac Sicnanges

her that his May 11, 1885 urine szmple had tesiad positive for cceaine. Mrs. Bracden

testified that she contacted Dr. Henry's atiorney and advised ner of her acivities wit~ Or

D
(@)

Henry on Mav &, 18¢

Leis Crigsdy aisc provided testimony befors the Board on naralf of O, Herr, Irs

Grigsby incicated that she had werked fer Dr. Henry in his office ior cver 2 year anc weuld

cntinue to woerk fer Dr. Henry for & few more weeks before she an¢ Rer nusbznd reiccaisg
to Ficrida. Mrs. Grigsby testified that she was aware of Dr. Henry's drug history anc nad
scrutinized his behavior. Mrs. Grigsby maintained that during the month of May 1¢S2 Dr.

Henry's behavicr and demeanoer was appropriats. Accerding to Mrs. Grimsby, Dr. Hanry

was cn time for work, cared for his patients and was professicnal, kind and rescensicie.



v

w

¢ testified that she saw no signs or symptoms of drug use. Finally, Mrs. Grirmszy

indicated that she had recommencded Or. Henry to friends enial services
Counse! for Dr. Henrvy inircduced a letsr from David Peripl Lacerae-,

Administraior, Forensic Toxicolegy of Roche Biomedical Laboratories. dated Jurs 20
1298, into evidence at the hearing for the Board's review. This correspondence 2dyisar

ihe Board that cccaine can te absoroed IHTOUCH MUucoUs memoranes. Furhsr

4 ine lemer
INCicaiad thal I eN0OUCHh CCC2INg S 20SOrDSC. i1 021 28 GSI2CI2c 1mroucn 2 Lurina oruz
screen: however, Taciors, SUCH 28 e CamiCUlar MUCoUS Mamoranss nyolvas, me curats-
CT IN€ exposure, and ing Cunt/ i ing cccaine. ail infiusnce ne resus of s oruc e

Althougn Dr. Henry acknowiedces that his May 11, 1583 urine samcle was pesitiv

cceaine, he atiempted to show that the finding resulted from his inmate contact with Mrs.
Braden, rather than his knowing ingestion of cocaine.

D.A.G. Rohr argued that the issue was not the methed in wrich Dr. Henry ingested
the illegal drug which resulted in his May 11, 1885 urine samcle testing oositive for cocaine.
Rather, she empnasized that the Board’'s Order of Novemper 17, 1584 axprassly crovices

Ll \ ! £ &y P - - ~ .~ [T PPm e ot v ipm mom s
inat Dr. Henry's continued licensures with restricticns as oréersc was contincant unen nis

strict compliance with ail of the cenditiens. The Orger crovicss that ucen e Scard's
receipt cf any information indicating that any tem cf the Orcer nad teen viclated. 2 nearing

'wouid be held. The procfs at such hearing were crcersa ic ts

iimited tc evidence of the particular viclaticn
atis Any confirmed positive urine test shall
be o esumed valid, and respondent shall cear
the burden of demonstrating its invalidity.

\¥e



Tnus, D.A.G. Ronr argued. the burczn was on Dr. Henry to prove the invelidity of the May

rd=en, the Board should
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11, 1895 positive urine tssi. Sincs he had failed to cam

— '

rimma Thirea A sy an Fe et L
Nncucns. ~urmnzrn LAG. Ronr Zrgusc tnat Uy, =
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iMDCSsE 2ppropnats

nry snoulic nct s

permitted additional time within which to prove that the May 11, 15S5 posiiive test sampis

-

resulted from his intimate contact with Mrs. Braden because he had bezn provicsa wiin

ample notice of the Jure 21, 1583 hearing cals. Thersfors. anv anc ail precis wears
required 10 be presanied on June Z1st

The Ecard conducied s ¢siteraion ¢of ine recore cefors itin =xacuiive Sss3ic or
Jung 21, 1883, The Beard soceciiicaily reiecisd Dr. Hanry s requsst 10 oresant svicaros 23
to how cocaine was introcuced intc nis sysiem therecy causing his May 1853 urinz samois

to test positive for cocaine. The Board found that Dr. Henrv had sufficient notices ¢f the

rearing notice anc emele time within wnich 10 present any evicenca hs desirsa. The
Notice of Motion had been filed and served on Dr. Henry on or abcut May 31, 1865, Ths

Eoard found that Dr. Henry failed to oroduce any evidence of a subsiantive defense. Ths
Eoard concluded that the decument inreduced into evidence at the June 21, 1885 nearing

cv Dr. Henry from David Perini. Laboraicrv Adminisiraior of Rcoche Bicmeacical

O
m

Lzboraicries, was insuiiicient svidan

{0 Drove nNow cccaing was INUCCUCES Inis nis

stem thereby causing his May 11

Thus. the Board furiher fcund there was & casis for crdering sanciions agairs: Or.

Henry in light of his failure to ccmply with the Board’'s Order of November 17, 1384,
Therefore, the Board ordered that. amceng other things, the remaining pericd of four vaars

and nine months of Dr. Henry's suspension woulc te an active suspension; Dr. Hanry
would centinue pariicipation in the C.D.P. by having his urine menitored on a rancem,

T0
-



unannounced, twice weekly basis; Dr. Henry would continue his therapy on a biwesxiv

casis with his medication monitorsd bv Dr. Gerald E. Wainstsin: Dr RHenny weulc ne:

O ,

\ .
Lroomenrny woulc :F\,‘/""‘—

prescribe or possess centrolled cangesrcus supsiancas: and

appropriate releases, pay ail costs asscciated with the monitoring program, and submit ¢

a psychological evaiuaticn pricr (o filing a petition for reinstatement of his licensurs, Tr=

)

Final Decision And Orderwas fiied with the Board of Centisiry on July 23, 1683,
Subseguently. Tr. =2nr/s Acoiicgiion For Racensiceration Sasad On Naw Syicenrs

And For Medfiication Of The Oroer Cf July 28, 1663 was aprroved. ang 2 hearing was ~2 ¢

ceiore the Bearc cn Jaruary 17, 1282 The Ecard nszrc anc corsicersd sicarsiys

testimony frem Dr. Henry s exger. Dr. John P. Mcrgan. Professer of Pharmaccicgy a:
CUNY Medical Scheol. and the State's expert, Dr. Mohamed S. Abdsei-Rahman. Professc:

cxicolcgy at UMDNJ. The Board determined that while both experns

n
{

of Phammacoiogy and
gave credible and infcrmative testimony, they were persuaded by Dr. Morgan's testimony
that Dr. Henry could have had a positive urine test for cocaine zs a resuit of low laveis ¢f

cccaine being transferred o him cunng sexual intimacy as described oy Or. Henry. |n fact

)

el-Rahman conceded that such & transfer of coczaing wsas

(S

experi, Dr. Ab

o

the State

rossible. Heowever, Dr. Abcel-Ranman believed that Dr. Henry sheuid have known that his

. :

cariner was using cccaine. Ur. Morgan, to the contrary. staied that the level of cceains

b

which was transierrec was iow enough that Dr. Henry would not nave necessarily tasted

the cocaine or experienced numoness. Further, Dr. Morgan pointed out since that the

physical manifestations of cocaine, such as flushing, are simiiar tc those of saxuzl

[

excitement. Dr. Henry would not have necsssarily known that his parner was using

h

cocaine. Dr. Morgan alse tesiified that the urine scree
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small amounts of the comreund. In Dr. Henry's case. his urine sample was reccriag 3t
only forty-four nancgrams above the cut-off concentration requirsd 1o vield 3 positive 1as:

for cocaine, and a nancgram is cne-billiontn of a gram. TniS TURNer SUCTOMEs ns visw na:

bufiressed his positicn with scientific siudies. Based the above. the Eoard deiermminss 2
mcdify the Final Decision Anc Order filed on July 28, 1862
TISONTHIS <7 DAY OF FSRRUARY 4222

of New Jersey snali ce and is nersby suspancec for

J J
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on November 16, 1584 as crdersd in the Final Decision and Crder fiiec on Novemcer
1984, Tre remaining pericd of suspension snail oe siaved 270 2hsi consiiuis o
probationary periced so long as respondent complies with ail of the ctheriarms of this Crcer.

2. Dr. Henry shail continue participation in the C.D.P. and shall ccmoiv with =
monitoring pregram supervised by C.D.P. which shail inciude. a1 2 minimum. ne cilewing
conditicns:

— 1

Dr. Henry 3nall have nis uring meonitorsc under ihe sucendsicn of o

N
i)

C.D.P. on a rancem. unanncunced oasis, twice weexly. The urine monitcring sral -2
conducted with direct witnessing of the taking ¢f the samples sitner from = veivnissr or
drug clinic staff as arranged and cesigned by the C.D.P. The initial crug screen shall uiiizs

the EMIT technique and all confirming tests and/or secondary tests will be pericrmed by

gas chromatography/mass scectrometry (G.C./M.S.). The testin

(O

crecedure snail inciude
a forensic chain of custccy protecel to ensure sample integrity and ¢ provide

- -~



documentaticn in the event of a lecal chailenge. The C.D.P. shail be respensinle 0 ensurs

that all urine samples are handled by a laboratory comopetent to orovide these ssrvices.

(2) ~ll test results ghall be provided in (he Tirst instance cirsciv 12 o2
C.D.P., and any positive resylt snall be repcried immediately by the C.D.7. 10 Agnas
larke, Exacutive Direcicr or her designes in the svent she is unavailable.

=

will retain sole discraticn t¢ mcdify the manner of issing in ine svant =chnics

daveioomenis orindividuai recuiramsanis ingicales that 2 cifferant MEINCCCiCgy Zrzzcocrzacr
is recuired in crder o QuzranizsC INg aCluracy and rsiacillty o1 ins 123ung.
(o) P-F‘/ falivrs oL mENY 10 SUDMIT ST 2orovVICe 2 Uring s2mois g -

twenty-four hours of a request will ce ceemed o De squivaisni 10 & confirmed osesinve Zrns

test. In the event Dr. Henry is unable to appear for & scheguied urine 188t or orovics =

—~

urine sampie due to ilingss or ciner imocssibility. consent 1o waive et Cav's 83t mu

-
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o
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secured from Dr. Frederick Rotgers or Dr. Barpara McCrady of the C.D.F. Neithar ihs

voluntesr nor drug clinic staf shall be authorized ¢ consant 10 waive a urins tegt. in
addition, Dr. Henry must provice the C.D.F. with written sutsiantiation ¢f nis inaziity ©
aprear within two days. .2.. 2 pnysician’s report atiesting that Or. Henry was sc il imatns

Wwas unatie (c provice the unng sample or aprear for ihe i2st. “Imocessipility” 28 emoovec

in this crovision shall mean an occsiacie peyend the contrel ¢f Or. Hanry hat s sc
insurmountable cr that makes apcearance for the fest or previsicn of the urine samoie 3¢

infeasible that a reascnable cerson would not withncid consent 1¢ waive the test cn that
day. The C.D.P. shall advise the Ecard of every instance where a request has besn macde

to waive a urine test together with the Program’s determination in each stcn case.
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Board may in its scie discretion medify the frequency of testing or methed of racering

)

during the monitoring pericc.

ire

O

monitoring of Dr. Henry's program as outlined herein inciuding. but not limiteg 0.

testing and the attendancs at succon grouss.

ne rrogram sneail anacn to 13 cuamsny

epons any and ail appreprizie rspons ana/cr documeniation Concermning zry o o=
moenitoring aspects of the within oregram,

{2} Inihesveniinalicurdave navenassec znc e 0.0 .5 m2s mo-nzizs

Dr. Henry to coeme in for unne mennenng, hie snail cail Agnes Clarx ¢r nar gesigres ov 300

£.m. of the fourth day to report inat ne nas nct oesn cailed for urine meniterin TomEnry

then shall repon within twenty-four hours cr the close of the next busingss cay ¢ nave nis
urine monitored at the University of Medicine and Dentistry of New Jerzsy. New Jersay
Medical Scheel, 185 South Orange Avenue, Room | 885, Newark. NJ. (201) S82-8358C. A:
that time, Dr. Henry shall be prepared to pay in cash for the cost.

3. Dr. Henry shéH cenunue with his biweskly appcintments with Or. Fickovar anc
shall have his medication mcnifered 2t 2 frequancy 2s recommencas with Sarac =

Weinstein, M.D. ¢f Princeton, Naw Jersey. Cr =enry shaj

O
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"
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Pickover to provide auaneriy redcris dirsctly to the Boarg witn rascec: 10 nis 202rcanc
and progress in therapy.
4. Dr. Henry shall not prescrite controiled dangerous subsiances nor shail ha

possess such substances except pursuant to a tona fide prescription wri Dy 2 pnysician

or dentist for goed medical or dental cause. Dr. Henry shall cause any physician or dentist

who prescribed medication which is & controiled dangerous substance o provice = writen
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repert to the Board tcgeiner with patient records indicating the nead 1
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Such report shall be proviced to the Beard no later than saven cavs subsscusnitc ths

prescription in Orcer 1o aveid Confusion Which may oe causas cv 2 corirmed positve Lo

test as a resuit of such meadication.

2. Dr. Henry snall crovide acorovoriate reieasss to 2nv 2na 2l cariss who a-

oar'xcxoau g In the monitenng program as cutlined nersin as M2y 02 rETUIrsg in orcer na:
ail reperts, records. and Ciner DEMINEnt INformaten may o2 orovices o ine Soses - o2
timely manne;

S, All cosis asscciaiat WIth N MCNRICING 0roGram 28 2UTINSs nersin sna -2
paid directly by Dr. Henry.

7. Dr. Henry shall oniy werk as an empicvee and uncar the sucarvision of 2nciner

dentist. When and if Dr. Henry is employed in the field of cantisirv. ne shall inform nis
empiayer of his history and cause his employer o provide quanariy repors dirsctly ‘¢ the
Board regarding his attendance and performancs.

7. Dr. Henry shall not asscciate with incividuzais wnc arz invcived in subsiznc

(1}

apuse, nor shall he frecuent oigces whars sutsiznce 20Use s cocuring
2. Tnis Orcer shail sucersecs anv anc 21l orovisicns o7 ths Scars's oricr Oroar ~F

o
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